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XX Holy Water in thd Vampire's Face 

If the distinct advantages of Iiaving no functioning/ conscienJr to interfere with 
the best Hie Brotherly work is not yet apparent, its indispensibility to Posner will 
be apparent ii:ii.:ddiatoly as we examine the corpi delici^ of the two now interrelated 
crimes, tliat of the assassinition and tliat of tills book* that with Orwellian dedication 
seeks to rewrite our history. 

Hi 

A 



I jutvt UP Ticf U'luj 

There is no personal satisfaction for me in. stating tliat some of— t } 10 ' time he liesT^ 
I use tiiis word to describe what he docs* iiy purpose is to inform those who lack my 


subject-matter knowledge, so that they and the record for our history will not at rubute 

his lies to simple factual error to which we can all be prone* Ilis book is full of various 

lands of mistakes. Wher I use tho unpleasant word that is generally avoided in writing 

it is to inform and to emphasize the disreputable, really unconscionable means by 

which he and Random House have cheated a gr .at evil for\ enrichment 9 for dirty pieces 

%* 

of silver from besmirching this terribly tragic event in our history; for giving a false 
account of it t iat ho laiows is wrong and Random House would have filTTt had followed the 
normal practise, particular ly with contriversial matters in non— fiction and had poor rev- 
iews made by those competent to do tint; and to use the not inconsiderable publisher's 


means of getting maximum international attention to a knowingly false account of the in 


context most tragic and costly event tliat turned this country and the world around. 

0$ dfM) 

Tq do ±hi3 ctf mot So~ excused or justified and to be able to do it only by what 


most will not be able to recognise is pre'me 


(M tAT^d^lies is a true horonr* 


It is so that tho reader will u.dorstand this; so -that record for history will bo 

' bet ter and f ully ^ 

ol-ar and unequivocal; so tliat those who helped this truly nefarious' project inay^uhder- 
,tand rliat they liavc been part of and by any means available to them try to undo what 
they have done, as an example those who reached oven more people with the e lies, as the 
major and thc^uior udclia throughout tho world did; :nd so tliat I can be as forceful and 
as explicit and as thorogoin j in condemns tiono of doing so e il a thing for money 

and for any othe _■ purpose tliat I am this explicit and tliat I have taken tiiis time in this 
at my age in the state of my health tliat I make tiiis clear record^ without mincing 


words because it normally is not done or because it is unpleasant* 


It is not nierelt/to spit in liis face and Random Housers# 




Bar43=ea- Pooner1?apea4©d . .lie law-school truisn, that testimony closest to the event 

must be Given most weight, I&vitig done that ho precede* not to practise it because he he 

liad he would not have been able to sxJrweite this book. When by dredging thes;amps of 

all the undependable or just plain wrong statements, obviously wrong to anyone with any 
jL U/vM- Ac -h/ Pi p*A 

knowledge of tlrf fa;;tT\ Iks' "just majjc^it up. In plained ft aJLnguage, he liei being 

i t. : ^ u‘> •* : M ^ y * 

satified with more lying “ and .y the time in liis book ho 25t to his Dealey Plaza chapter 
perhaps tiiat was getting monotonous to him f nisdir tine s s Kith io6t^»es to 

appear to cite officia/ sworn testimony tormc ovin lies. This is precisely the way he-^f 
Reg ina hi: Dealey Plaza fiction to which he gives the title, "I 'll Hover Forget It ka Long 


as 


I live. "(Page: 


sj224-62) Wi 


VJith its very first words! 


Lihnife Mae RandlA, Buell Frazier's sister, was at lier kitchen 
^ sink when she glanced out the window at 7:16 Friday morning, 
November 22. She saw Oswald walk across the street toward her 
. house, carrying a long package parallel to his body. He held one 
N end of the brown- paper- wrapped object tucked under his armpit, « 
i and the other end did not quite touch'the ground. Randle later 
xpcalled it appeared to contain something heavy. 1 


incept for the last six words, which came from what Randle told the FBI, the note 

referring to ttet and to thftt // only, the rest is ialse. This is his permeating Tricky 

Dickery with footnotes, using them to lie. 

The truth, wliat tho actual Comission evidence is absolutely clear about, which is 

not what can be said of the Comriiss^ioii&s conclusions, is all set forth in chapter tliree 

Of my first book that, I repeat, dates to mid-February , 19o5. Posner has that book. His 

problem is tiiat he cannot have truth and formula-book fame and fortune at the same time* 

This indispensible dishonesty Posner cannot blame on his contrivance of not trusting 

Sylvia ^ 1 eagher , s index. Nor did he need the index he said he made himself, -^e did not 

have to use cither, except, to misrepresent so he would have the book tiiat without it 

official sourc es. Jr 

ho would not liave. All he had to do was use the l> 5a rc c s -^carefully and accurately 
given to each bit of the same ^evidence .If lie intended an honest book, tiiat is. 


241 


id 

But to posner truth is like holy water^ to vampires. 

Without Ids deliberate lie, that the package Os,ald carried extended from Ids armpit 

,to Almost'' thv gi-ound, his false reconstruction is wiped out to begin with, so he does 

Pf 

is necessarry for his commercialization of that great tragedy, he makes it and 

with his trickiness tells the reader thatCis whST^andle said. The truth, from the Com- 

it* 

mission' a own evidence, and under both oath mTTS^eri examination is what Posner had to 


ignore from White wash, where it ap^e rs on page 16<. What Handle actually swore to and 
persisted in who// the Coimission'-n lawyers tried to get lior to describe a longer package 
tha/shc saw, is that the package Oswald gripped i i Ids hand and with Ids arm and hand 
down, did not quite roach the ground^ MiL the length that Posner lies into her statements 


The narrative continues with Mrs. Linnie Mae Randle (2H245ff»)» 

Frasier's siator with whom he lived, noticing Oswald approaching with 
a "heavy brown bag", in the Coranission' s words rather than Mrs. Ran- 
dle's. He gripped the bag in his right hand, near the top. 'It 
tapered like this as he hugged it in his hand. It was ... more bulky 
toward the bottom than toward the top'." If this seems like a novel 
or dangerous way to carry a rifle, especially with the metal portion 
not attached to the stock and more likely to punch a ( hole in paper, 

It did not seem so to the Commission. And if Oswald s 'gripping and 
"hugging" might be expected to leave marks of at least crumpling on 

. the bag, the Commission did not so expect and the bag itself (Exhibit 

l42,l6H5l3;Exhibitl30U,R132,eto.) shows no markings of the shape of a 
rifle, assembled or disassembled. The creases where it was folded in 
four are still sharp and clear. After untold handling, examination 
and testing, these creases are strong enough to keep the bag. from ly- 
ing flat when extended to its full length. 

"Mrs. Randle estimated that the package was approximately 28 
inches long and about 8 inches wide," according to the Report. It 
was not quite that way. Mrs. Randle first described the manner in 
which Oswald waa carrying his package. In the part the Commission 
does not quote in the Report, Mrs. Randle said, "... It almos t 
touchecFthe ground" (7H240). r 

This waa not lost upon the Commission, for when Assistant Coun- 
sel Joseph A. Ball misinterpreted Mrs. Randle's testimony, asking, 

"And where waa his hand gripping the middle of the gaokage? Mrs. , 

Randle corrected him, saying. No, air; the top ... . Ball reiter- 
ated her correction and her description of the package as almost 
touching the ground. 

Tn iMEtt mail ! I began the practise I resume tore, of uaing »h»t «a» polished and 
readily auaileble, uhat did tot require an, research in the 10,000,000 published Oc- 
casion yords ortho tto hnndtod cubit foot of its records in the idohivoa, or of that 
quarter of a million pages of records I obtained by those K>14 lassuits^to underscore the 
ready availabS) nittout all that research, to anyone u.ntmg to unite in tho field. Poa- 



readiSS'uau so olooo to could spot and misuse four non-continuouo uorts of the sis hundred 
wor &3 on a single page* 71 
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Continuing with dishmastt^hnt is total, Podner slips ahead, as the reader has no 
way of laiowi'Tto does with the official evidencc-he indexed it, remember - to the arrival 
of Oswald with hiu ride, Randle 1 s botk, Buell Uesley Frazier, a* the SSHD ira a td 


buildine (page izS&k 224) 

p “»“- 1 th » ° r — tod w “ tabrioati ^ “t/ tho9ry 

of' any phony solution for f mdg And fortune* I l i m ited myself to the ^ff^A^l evidence* 
evidence, clo^st^ to tlio event, i/) Posner's own proaching^Hat he does not practise be- 
he cannot* And, unlike h im .as IT^© begins this le^nljhy false account witnout which 


cause 


lie lias no book, I vi.mt the reader tp hs±h^c begin with an understand of the i^ortance 

H i 

of tliis actual evidence and'Posnr's fdlse representation of it. 

n 


In order to be able to pin tha ~ assassin rap on Oswald and for haim him to 

• T> 

have been in tliat pixth-floor window it K^fiecessary to prove tliat Oswald brought the 
tJl fh U-tnXHic. id /AV- lu U<! "H-tf- y 

rifle into the buildiSgThat taofnxtlgw Sven when making up what is not knoim and certainly 

_«A£- 

was not proven, tliat the ri-le was disassembled, mating any packageTthereby shorter, 


tba. Commission 1 s failure wa> total. So, a3 iawyers do in their opening statements in 
trial, 1 bean that mustering of tliat evidence with a summary of what it proves (page 15): 


iiw uommission naa to prove that Oswald had taken the rifle to 
the scene. With the possible exception of Oswald 1 a alleged and com- 
pletely unproved attempt on the life of General Edwin Walker (Ma- 
rina^ tale that even General Walker himself did not believe), no 
one reported any rifle in Oswalds hands for months. Actually, 
there la no proof that Oswald ever had the Serial No, C-2766 Mann- 
llcher-Parcano rifle in his possession after getting It at the post 
ot i'lce . And that is the rifle the Commission held was the assassi- 
nation weapon. 'To try and show that on the morning of the crime 
Oswald might have taken the rifle to work, the Commission oalled four 
witnesses, not counting his wife, who was in bed and bad not seen him 
leave the house. ^ 

By means of these witnesses, the Commission attempted to show 
that Oswald purloined the materials from his place of employment anl 
fabricated a long bag at home, disassembled the rifle, saving but a 
few inches In Its overall length, placed It in the bag and took it 
to and into the Book Depository. It never attempted to show how or, 
in fact, that he did take it from the first-floor entrance up to the 
sixth and through the entire length of that floor, on which a number 
of people were continuously employed. In questioning those witnesses 
so employed, the Commission carefully avoided this question. 

Without exception, each of these four wit nesses either swore 
that Oswald could not nave carried the rif le (2d2i|J?ff'. ;2H2HHT. ;7&- 
FJIff . ), did not carry It Into the building (6H377). or did not take 
the mate rlal¥ for manufacturing the bag to the Paine resldenceTn 
Irving (2*121^), and, in fact, could not have (bH35bff.). Each and 
ell or the witnesses proved the impossibility of the Commission's 
reconstruction. These were the only witnesses the Commission exam- 
ined on this matter, except for technical experts on unessential 
aspects. And even their testimony does not support the Commission. 
Yet the c onBniaaion* a conclusion is that Oswald did all of these 
things. Every single and essential aspect is clearly and unequivo- 
cally disproved by the witnesses in one of the unfortunately rare 
instances in which the Commission pressed its witnesses in search of 
fact. The more the Conmission tried to get the witnesses to change 
or alter their atories, the more positive the witnesses became in 
their testimonies. 

m* * - 
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This is the plain and simple truth Posner fabricates and lies his way around because 
if ho docs not do that he ha a nothing at all - no Oswald in that window with that rifle 

to be his lone assassin, the basic need of his book. 

The CooLission, which began as Posner does, with a ]^one- assassin preconception and 

the preconception that Oswald Has that assassin, had the same problem. I therefore treated 
the evdinve a3 defense counsel does in a trial, the practise Posner condemned qhen 
Sylvia AA eagher did it, by e:omining the "prosecution" case, its o qf\ evidence. That 
is what I now do again'lsiT so. the reader can understand the essentiality of his 
aosprted dishonestise vjto what Posner set out to do, f-egardless of truth, fact or evidence. 
Here^as frequently throughout Chapter 3 of Mhitewa sii, the length of the paclcage 
Oswald carried, the maximum length it could have had- is the first official disproof sr 
of the Commission* s unsuccessful effort to make it lon : -j enough to have sara r r 
contained tho rifle disassembled: 


Knowing Oswald's sleeve length and height, as the Conmlsston 
did, measuring the length of a package he could have held In hla 
grip without touching the ground was simple and provided an accurate 
means of approximating the length. Actually. It requires a tall man, 
whioh Oswald was not, or a man with abnormally short arms (we don't 
know hla arm length), for a 28-inch package to even barely clear the 
ground. The Commission had a passion for reconstructions. All of 
them had unsatisfactory results and at best jeopardized the Commis- 
sion's findings. Some disproved the Connnissien' a theories. The 
minimum length of the disassembled rifle was 34.0 inches (R133). 

The Report does not quote a package reconstruction. 

Instead, It worked on its witnesses. Shown Exhibit 364, * 
replica bag, Mrs. Randle maintained, "Well, it wasn't that long, I 
mean it was folded down at the top as I told you. It definitely 
wasn't that long.” Asked to stand up and use the bag as a prop, 
she reiterated it was too long. Then asked, "About how lon^ would 
you think the package would be, Just measure it right here, Mrs. 
Randle did, saying "... like this. Ball confirmed her markings, 
saying, "Prom here to here?" and is given an affirmative reply, - 

concluding, "... with that folded down this much for him to grip 
in his hand." v 

The measurement was neither taken nor recorded. Anxious as 
the Conmission was for a specific measurement, one can only specu- 
late about this "oversight". Counsel Ball continued working on 
his witness, even asking her to guess the length of the entire bag, 
whioh she had not seen. Finally, she folded the bag to the length 
she thought it might have been, while Ball told her he was not 
sure which was the top and which the bottom of the bag. This time 
the length was measured, and it would seem the new length suited 
Mr. Ball better, for be measured it at 28J inches. Mrs. Randle 
informed him, "I measured 27 last time. Earlier Ball had de- 
scribed another estimate of. tfc« total length of the bag by Mrs. 
Randle at "about two feet". She had indicated it might have been 
"a little bit more". 

Thus, by both her description of the haphazard manner in 
which the beg was carried and in her repeated estimates and mark- 
ings of the length -of the bag, Mra. Randle emerges as a consistent, 
highly credible witness. She was neither persuaded, cajoled nor 
deceived into altering her account in the slightest. Certainly 
the manner in whioh Oswald was carrying the bag is the kind of 
image she could clearly have kept in mind. And it fixed the bag's 
maximum length. , ] 

i pfiftn) 
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This Posner knew. This Posner could not live with. So, 

FVasier's sworn testimony is that when they got to the 
liis old car for a while to rtTn tlio motor to charge the bsttery up. He then Has 

u/ 

looting at Oswald when 0 S ;;ald alked to"tlio building without him. . What Posner knew if not 
from his alleged rc ding off all tho Commission's evidence and inde ing it, he knew 
from Whitewash, here from pagcs~~V^£*r 17 and 10: 


he lie^) abouijit. 

TSED building he sat in 


Her brother, whom the Report next quotes, waa completely con- 
sistent with her, and his aocount likewise never varied. The Re- 
F f? 2i ®5 recalled that one end of the package was under 
armplt ^ th0 lower part was held in his right hand so 

hSSVNJIX C J rr i 6 5 8 ^ r8lg S t 811(1 P ara H®l to his body”. On Decem- 
ber 1, 1963, he had shown FBI agents the space he recalled the bag 
occupying on the back seat of his car (and who would have put a 8 
knocked-down rifle on the back seat, from which the first sudden 

ri aki n^h *"«»*•}** to the flJor, attracting a^ntion ^ 
risking the rupture of the bag and revelation of its oontents?). 

^ BI mea8u f amenfc > 27 inches waa the maximum possible length 
razier a own estimate of the size when he first saw the package ’ 
which he assumed contained curtain rode was two feat- uL n * 

*•? “ a Vri ,tlon ; d it turned f out’ that h« P had 

i n ® department store and had, in the course of that 
employment, handled packaged curtain rods. 

At the time of the assassination, Frazier waa picked up by 
the police. Before the Commission he was grilled and pushed in 
an effort to get him to change his description of the length of 
the package. At one point, when Frazier conceded the package might 
? lder ? h ?f\ the tlym or six inches he remembered, 

Ball tried to interpret this as a concession of greater length un- 

til P raster speolfled "widthwiae not langthwiae". 
i i^®? 8,11 d80l «rad there were no more questions, he audd.nl-. 
told Frazier the Commission had the rifle in the bag and asked him 

of <? t I? d *h P h ?r®ii* nd D Put ttU ® "P** 8 ** your ana and then take a hold 
fc 6® • Prazier demurred. Ball ordered him "Turn 

^ll^hfd noth?S l8r J} ontln " 8d *<> demur, with explanation that accom. 

^2. “othii ng. Be again insisted Oswald had the paokage "tucked 
under his sbouldsr" when asksd by the Chairman, adding afain that 
Omid had it ouppad in his hand". The Chief Justice said? "i beg 
you T 5*lt° n? * nd Prail * r replied, "r said from where I noticed it® 
he had it cupped in hie hands. And I don't see how you could have it 

To T B^ 1 S? d ® r y S UP “"“P 14 " “ittout tho end being visible. 

To Ball ba Insisted the paokage was not and could not have bean oarrled 
in any position Other than th. one he described. After reiterating hla 
observations to Bell, Presisr added that he had followad 0 3Hald to^the 
place they workefl for two blocks "and you oouldn't tell he had a pack- 
age from the back . Then, viewing Frazier holding the packaged rifle 
Ball conceded the paokage extended "almost to the level of vour ear". 
«inn vr of at tempting to get Frazier to modify his testi- 

mony which the Report accurately depicts as two feet give or take a 
Tew inches , the Comnission merely established the clarity and posi- 
tivenesa of his reoolleotlon. Aa a by-product, this hearing called 
attention to the Comal eai on • s failure to allude to the third dimension 
?£ n^t^r 0ka 5!i iff t blckneas. Frazier, however, unintimidated even 
if nervous, did this in two ways. First, he testified that from the 
!!* nna £ ln n wh Ach Oswald oarried the package "you couldn»t tell he had 
a paokage , hardly a description of a bulky military rifle, especially 
when oarried in two pieces (2H21* 3 ). Earlier, when pressured by Ball 
about the narrower width of the package than suited the Commission's 

ratl8r 8*ve the lawyer a polite lecture of measurements, say- 
if you were using a yardstick or one of these little - « Ball 
interrupted to declare, I was using ray hand." Frazier replied "I 
know you were, but there are some different means to measure it!" and 
•pacified the difference between a rigid yardstick and a flexible tape 
measure, which would follow the contour of the package and. by includ- 
ing .imwa nt thA hMAkriAAM. t In a greater width measurement. 


/ 


245 


DeBpite i; -mediate police pressure n and hassling, the youn£ man refused to tell 
other then the truth, v/ell aware as he was of how unwelcome the truth was reg rded by 
the police and later by the Commission# Nuchas a few p^hases can be miBrepresnted and 
quoted out of context to give them a meaning they do not have, Fjfezier m, remained firm 
in his testimony. A3 I write on pafee 19, and. as Posner knew, 


Frazier 1 s truthfulness was established, according to Detective 
R. S. StovalJ, bjr a polygraph examination (7H190,21H602) . Stovall's 
words were, The 'examination showed conclusively that Wesley Frazier, 
was truthful and that the facts stated. By Frazier in his affidavit 
were true. 

O..L M « • • • • 


Posner thus faces the s.-me proximo the Co^is ion did^ but it did not dare 
dishonesties in an official Hopor citich as they took liberties with their oim 


his open 
evidence , 


* j . 

even concluding \ xactl^j the opposite of what all its testimony sajd merely because it had 


to in order to baablc to onlVide tliat Oswald was the lone assas. in. Continuing with wliat 


Iv/fn / 

Posner know, fri?/ Page 19s 


y m 

uuc cne uommission nad to use rrazier to get Oawald to the build, 
ing with any kind of a package, even though Frazier, aa did hie sister, 
proved Oswald could not possibly have been carrying the rifle. With 
complete and total disregard of the only testimony it had, the Com- 
mission concluded exactly the opposite from its only evidence. It 
eald simply, "Frazier and Randle are mistaken" (R134). 

So Frazier put Oswald at the building and was himself about 50 
feet behind the presumed about-to-be assassin. This is how the Re- 
port gets him into the building! "one employee, Jack Dougherty, 
believed that he saw Oawald coming to work, but he does not remember 
Oswald had anything In his hands as he entered the door. N 0 other 
employee has been found who saw Oswald enter that morning." (R13l) 

At this point the Report refers by footnote to that part of Doi^herty's 
testimony (6H373-82) appearing on pages 6H376-7. 


Posnei^ia not alone in plryin.j with words to convoy what the evidence docs not say 


and meant is a differeht trip around this pitfalli/as we ahalk 

xne excerpt from the Report needs clarification. It was Oswald, 
not Dougherty, who was then coming to work, and Oswald, not Dougher- 
ty, who went through the door. Dougherty was trusted with extra re- 
sponsibilities by his employer and reported to work an hour earlier 
than the other employees. 

Asked, Did you see Oswald Come to work that morning?" Dougherjy 
told Ball, unhesitatingly, "Yes - when he first oame into the door. 

"When he came in the door?" the interrogator repeated, and 
Dougherty said, "Yes.” Then Ball wanted to know, "Did you see him 
come in the door?" n 

"Yes; I saw him when he first came In the door - yes, was n 
Dougherty 1 s unqualified reply. So much for the use of the word be- 
lieved" to describe Dougherty's testimony. 

How for the language that says Dougherty "does not remember 
Oswald had anything In his hands". 

Dougherty had answered the question lese positively than satis- 
fied Ball, saying, *1 didn't see anything if he did. Ball Jjhen 
asked him additional questions, tfl which Dougherty replied, I did- 
n't see anythin* in his hands ... 

"In other words, you would say positively he had nothing in his 

hands?" Ball demanded. (All emphasis added.) 

"i would say that - yes, sir, was Dougherty's equally unquali- 
fied response, , 
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Ball ucde thq clasdc lawyers ' mistake, asking one question too many.,^s a^wult, 


tlio actual evidence is tiiat the only per -on who saw Oswald enter the builciing swore 


,, p 05 itxbely ,! that he carried nothing.^his moans that the only existing evidence i 
that Oswald did not carry the rifled or anythin else^into the building. 


iilfikfct 


In 


summary, one hundred percent of the official sworn evidence by witnesses 

ij f Q 

questioned in secret and pressure/ to scy what the Comnis ion wanted thorn to day / 

refuse^to change what they said they saw and what they t otified to, all of the evidence, 

is tiiat Oswald not oul$ di . not carry the riflfe into th buil'-ing, the paclca&e he 

ried as Jong as ^fazio • co^ld see liim was much too short to have contained even tho 


car 


iiisa3semblod rifle. 

Posner 1 s approach to the problem posed by Daughterty's testimony, the official 

proof tiiat Conoid did not carry the rifle into tho building, testimony of which he knew 

from what 1 presents </s his (ru ? diligent study of all that evidence and then 

_at 

inde:dLn:j i , is simple and str&ichtforward dishonesty. He mention*^ Bougntei'ty ('three 
places, pages 226, 227 and 237. But he does not once refer to this testimony. He sup- 
presses entirely tho only evidence of how Oswald entered tiiat builsing to become the 
official mythology^ and Posner* s lone assas.in — carrying nothing at all? 

Putting tiiat rifle in Oswald’s possession and getting it into the building with 

him is essential to allging tiiat he was tho assassin. Every single word of the ofiicial 

4 

evidence says and means the exact opposite of what the Commission and Posner say. The 
Commission's solution to'SS'every word of its own evidence wns merely to conclude the 
oppoi^te of what its7 r e\dLuence^5roves. 

Posnor is not content with tiiat. His is an even greater dishonesty. He made a 
^non-J-person in the evidence d ^~~^)ough rt ^ and makes mention of him where it is not ne— 
necessary at oil, as merely present with other employees on other occasions. In those 
places Posner contrives criticism of other assassination b<$C3 but he does not# even mention 
Whitewash o r the repeating of the CoimjLission* 3 own evidence in it. 

He has problems with fj 


Wot iT^nuisely Posner ^epend?: on Ids falsifications, like th^lengthji of tiiat package, 
and^lds omissions to give the impression that Oswald did'^t^bho rifle into the buildi n^ 
Having ignored Doughtery's onl: ’-witness testimony tiiat could not have been more explicit, 
Posner then resorts to tricky writing and footnote arguments to make hi3 fabrications 
appear to be the actuality when they ar.£-not. 

He doe3 not write what he knew, the reason for Oou^d walking to the building witlufaut 
Frazier and, citing no source, he writes that"Frazicr watched 1dm enter the Depository, 
carrying the package next to Ids bo'dy." It Posner had a sburce for either of the two 
d^gx&^-eep separate first that Frasier wtjacbed Oswald to the buit/ding's dofcr 

an into it and that he was "carrying the package newt to his body," he would have cited 

4f ilirl'J U/ 

his ^purees •Y'fhat he s#us is contrary to Srasier 1 s testimony and w — wa as h we have y 

, * • i i » g • * >| 

seen, Frasier's description of ho,: Oswald carried that package i3 graphic, he refused 

to change wliat said when pressed to under oath, an* once again it is clear tiiat Posner 

liea lor his purpose of creating a false case. 

Pretending tiiat there i3 none of the sworn testimony repeated above from the book 

ho had and impossible to miss if he really did study tJsfe^6hose twenty-six volumes and ^ 

really did index them, he argued in Mo footnote: "Unnamed Critics claim that Lin ie 

iA ae Randle and Buell Frasier described a package tow short to contain Oswald's rifle." (page 

. Unnamed critics 3ays this and only they? Not the Warren ^?;port and its testimony, 

its only testimony on the length of that package? 

Ss he foMlfcinues to argue in the continuations of tills footnote onto the bottom 

/yvviru? 

of the next p ge, alter soee deceptivess for wliich we neod here tales no tiroe, Posner 
lies again in saying tiiat "Tne FBI ■ discovered the bag container misrcosopic fiberd from 


the blanket ith wliich Oseald kept his rifle wrappodttribasrLn the Paine garage (WC Vol. 

IV, PP- 57,76-80)" Lore t^rt y Diclcery with footnotes, tiiat Posner standby. Neither of 
his citations is to the FBI testimony on those fibers. The reason i 3 obsious: it gave no 
such testimony and no such test results are possible. The most expert examination can .,4 
snow is consistency b tween the specimen^ and an enormous number of things made from sirnlar 
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V 

Posner's lying to pretend support from the Pain:-s drav^attention to what^ge , like 

the Commission, ignore-.’. aboii'i: OsuiuLd and that rifle and getting it, allegedly, into 

the Paine garage at .Irving, Texa3. . 

jYidSl n’uc<( 

The Coiainission elicited 'tonxiwony fi'ora 1-^rina that elsewhere Posner exploits to 

fc-TW-^ 

the effect that usuald practised with that fvtsl rifle on tlieir px4eh in Hew Orleans hut 
only after dark. This does place tiat rifle, at least in Commission and Posner argument, 

jX- fk#' 

Jfa Hew Orleans. They never go?*-.g*» nover^ hied to get it - to Texas and into^garage. 
Og-.'ald, obviously, did not takc^it to »«xico and back on all those many buses. 

Itfcth Pymn testified that she did' not load the rifle into her stationwagon when she 
loaded the Os’., -aid possesions into it, “nrina then being far along in her second pregnancy. 

Michael Paine, who unloaded tliat stationwagon in Texas, testified that he had not 
unloaded the rifle. 

49 

And both, $ takers, testified that they would not, as a matter of conscience, xf& 
hnvjx permitted a rifle in their property. 

- Like the Commission, Posner just assumed or willed it tliere# 

Liko the Commission, making reference to the scientific testing of that blanket, 
neither report any oil on it yet that rifle, as the FBI laboratory report on it states 
cle. rly, was well piled. 

In the face of all of the evidence, the Comirission and Posner just willed that rifle 
from ^eu Orleans to Dallas and then, as we have seen, they just willed it, again in con- 
tradiction of all of the evidence, ihto the builsing because, if they did not, they had 
no case against Osu^jld at all# 


Returning to 


fibers. And that is what the i?BI did testify to) Bot only did the FBI not give the testi- 
mtifiy Posner attributes to it, which I repeat moans he lie<l, anc/ not only does his trickerty 
with footnotes in this writing coiiipteft-^aat lie, it is also a lie to uite Paine testimony, 

QMrUl 

which he does, to any statement^Tdaying they knewh6^5ad a rifle in their garage. They 
knew no such tiling^ and testified they would have prohibited any weapon in their property. 
^ this same footnote Posner ends with a cutie, "Although Oswald claimed to have 

curtain rods in ttu bag, rroen none wore found At the Depository. M 

There is no cited source on .this last deliberate deception, which as much os says 
that once Oswald made that claim ther”ey(ja3 an imincidato ea seardhg for those curtainrods. 
There was not. Hot by the building management, not by the police or the Secret Service 
of 0 the FBI, 4nd from hi3 own diligent examination and indexing . of all the Commission 
published, / if S^Twrote the truth, never a safeytssuoption with Posner, and if not, 
rroiii^hitewa 1 ^ whe^/I not^again his examination of it war. careful^ enough to spot 
four iioncontinuous words on a page of fiOfiT" six hundred words, he did know the truth: 


~0n what basis did trio ^oraraisslon prove Oswald had no curtain rods 
with him that fateful morning? W aa there an immediate and thorough 
search for them (if for anything)? Not at all. The Commission 1 a evi- 
dence" is a long- delayed afterthought. On August 31* 1964, almost as 
the Report was going to press and more than nine months following the 
assassination, the Commission wrote the PBI Dallas office asking that 
Roy S. Truly, manager of the Depository, "be interviewed to ascertain 
if he knows of any curtain rods having been found in the TSBD building 
after November 22, 1963." 

The PBI reported, "... He stated that it would be customary for 
any discovery .of ourtain rods to immediately be called to his attention 
and that he has received no information to the effect that any curtain 
rods were found ..." (Exhibit 261*0, 25H899 ) . 

Aside from the inference that Truly had special regulations about 
the finding of curtain rods, this means nothing. After more than nine 
months, who knew what might or might not have been taken from a build- 
ing into which a rifle was taken without detection? Truly had testi- 
fied twice, at great length and under oath, without having once been 
asked about the ourtain rods. Nobody cared to ask him. On August 3 
he supplied the Commission with an affidavit (7H591) attesting that 
tba door in the vestibule outside the employees* lynohroom w\a usually 
closed because it was controlled by an automatic mechanism. It would 
seem that it waa not until the Commission called Oswald a liar in the 
draft of the Report that, too late for the inclusion of a sworn state- 
ment, the staff belatedly asked for a secondhand, unsworn and meaning- 
less opinion. 

One possibility remained: Did the room Oswald rented need our- 

tain rods? The Report quotes the owner, not the housekeeper (R130\ as 
saying the room "had curtains and ourtain rods". It may well have, 
but the Commission need not have depended upon the word of a landlady 
who could hardly be expected to say her tenants lived in a'flahbowl. 
This room was so thoroughly searched by the police immediately after 
the assassination that on a check the following day nothing was found 
except a single paperclip. Many police and media people were there. 

The hearings abound with identical pictures repeated numerous times 
under different exhibit numbers, and both the Report and the Hearings 
have large areas of blank spaces on countless pages. Why, then, was 
there no picture showing whether, in fact, Oswald* a cubicle had cur- 
tains? 


With Oswald li^vinc claimed that he had t* cur,ta:ln rods for curtains bee .use hi3 
cubicle wan lilco a fishbowl, not hiveaaEt woras^utthe actuality, no element of public 
authority darefsearch to seo if there were curtain rods at the Depository.. The reason 
is obvious: no part of public authority wanted the truth. They had a bird in hand and,-#*’ 

After she road tUxsi^ Sylvia i-*esgh©r told mo /that it wo3 common practise for employees 

/i M t 

carying parcels to work wittk-rfchew. foil* those parcels to be left in a part of the epository 
'l 

ab?ut f ,hich readers cannot lee learn from Posner’s text or from his incorrect and also 
incomplete floor-plan diagram in hid* Appendix B. ( Page r/^iuiiibere^; 480 and 401 ) 

T h e quetftion I posed in this fT irriting completed early in 1965 was never really 
addressed by any official body or authority. i/'tQT discussing tliis I asked the obvious 
questions, of all the innumerable pic tur©3 '■iatee taken , "Why , then, or4 therd no picture^ 
showing whether pV no Oswald needed more privacy* YJhen x learned the answer^ this question 
i liouJLd really be whether Oswald had the need for any privacy in that cubicle of a room 
patrJ.ticned 4 half to bo able to rent two rooms from that one* 

At \tfith everytli&g else, if Posner had asked me he would have had the proof* 

But, still again, had he that proof I here present for the first time^r after all these 


years, he would not have had his book and wna all it gave him* 

There is the photographic proof and if I co/ld get it ^without leaving home all 
abdicated public authority, to say notliiiv of the hotshot inbe a tiga t ors like Posner, 
also could liave gotten itV^had an^jonc wanted it* 

My friend iUclT^rd Sprague, then of bartsdale. New York and then advice presidenent 


of the prominent accounting firm, Touche, Bailey, asked me how he could help bring facts 
to light when ho travelled, as lie did much in his work. I urged him to start a cearch for 
all available pictures of all kinds* didSthi^and he was able to collect a large 


number of pictures not sought by 


official inves toga tor 




Among th pictures Dick located is a sheet of thirty- three contact prints of a roll of 
thirtyjfivo millim* 'ter picture; tlialcen the day of thn s^asslilatioih iii Dallas* These pictures 


are tlie property of Black Star, a .;ell-known photo agency* 


250 




That cubicle did have Venetian blinds* But it did not have curtaXAs! Black Stains 
pictures slio.J the room without c- i^f-ftina. apparent when wliat is on tlio outside i3 seen^ 
between the slats of tho blinds, they show the- -ea fc- "curtains be ing a foafaklgd .. 


and they show the diaohanous curtains after hung over all the windowsl 
J real 

Tlirough those c^Lrtains Oswald would still have lacked/privacy* 

Here, for the firjb time anywhere, is proof that Oswald told the truth and that he 
did have a need for curtains in liis room* 


t 


As we have seen, xiw every word of tho testimony the Commission took, which means 


evei^ word Posner lied about o^&imply pretended did not eMst, proves that Oswald could 

not possibly have carried even the disassembled rifle tliat morning* 

UU'L M \U^ 

And now -we have the truth, tliat he did have need for c^?atin rods. They Wtfiequired 
to hang tho curtains he did need* 

Aside from wliat tMs 3 ays about all the official investigators and all the literary 
who exploited jdiJ 'fit/. 

whores/ on both sides of the controversy, hero Posner, *a©ne ©f-them really sought truth, 

.. . ... „ Mf> /-h Lot* dAJttM'W- *f**#&* 

the- ovi' .eii .e tliat was available , n ■*> -> **• / ,j ( ' 

Only a jury deCide.-i such oat tor but I think then© pictjre^/alone acquit Oswald and 

indict all involved officials their sycophants like Posner. 

Were this not so, how can there be any honest explanation for the failure of all 
/M/t) •..■£& .• 

involved componeten to investigat 'b-^an alibi that was offered ■ 

How can those self-righteous the Commisidolii^i^^f explain thqj'i failure to demand 
tliat this bo done when not one of them was directed to get the necessary investigation 
made? 

Is Posner really an investigator when he wade no effort to learn the truth J 
or is his failure, his disinterest, conf delation that he began in self-easi^ in an 
entirely different role, tho toT role we are ttneovering. 
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